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All	 of	 the	 Justices	 concurring	 therein,	 the	 following	amendment	 to	 the	

Maine	Rules	of	Civil	Procedure	is	adopted	to	be	effective	on	the	date	indicated	
above.		The	specific	amendment	is	stated	below.		To	aid	in	the	understanding	of	
the	 amendment,	 an	 Advisory	 Note	 appears	 after	 the	 text	 of	 the	 Rule	
amendment.		The	Advisory	Note	states	the	reason	for	the	amendment,	but	the	
Advisory	Note	is	not	part	of	the	amendment	adopted	by	the	Court.	
	
	 1.	 Rule	14	of	the	Maine	Rules	of	Civil	Procedure	is	amended	to	read	as	
follows:	
	

RULE	14.	THIRD-PARTY	PRACTICE	
	
	 (a)	 When	 Defendant	 May	 Bring	 in	 Third	 Party.	 	 At	 any	 time	 after	
commencement	of	the	action	a	defendant	as	a	third-party	plaintiff	may	cause	to	
be	served	a	summons,	and	complaint,	and	notice	regarding	Electronic	Service	
upon	 a	 person	 not	 a	 party	 to	 the	 action	 who	 is	 or	 may	 be	 liable	 to	 such	
third-party	plaintiff	for	all	or	part	of	the	plaintiff’s	claim	against	the	third-party	
plaintiff.	 	The	person	so	served,	hereinafter	called	 the	 third-party	defendant,	
shall	make	any	defenses	to	the	third-party	plaintiff’s	claim	as	provided	in	Rule	
12	 and	 any	 counterclaims	 against	 the	 third-party	 plaintiff	 and	 cross-claims	
against	other	third-party	defendants	as	provided	in	Rule	13.		The	third-party	
defendant	may	assert	against	the	plaintiff	any	defenses	which	the	third-party	
plaintiff	has	to	the	plaintiff’s	claim.		The	third-party	defendant	may	also	assert	
any	claim	within	the	subject-matter	jurisdiction	of	the	court	against	the	plaintiff	
arising	out	of	 the	 transaction	or	occurrence	 that	 is	 the	subject	matter	of	 the	
plaintiff’s	claim	against	the	third-party	plaintiff.	 	The	plaintiff	may	assert	any	
claim	within	the	subject-matter	jurisdiction	of	the	court	against	the	third-party	
defendant	arising	out	of	the	transaction	or	occurrence	that	is	the	subject	matter	
of	the	plaintiff’s	claim	against	the	third-party	plaintiff,	and	the	plaintiff’s	failure	
to	do	so	shall	have	the	effect	of	the	failure	to	state	a	claim	in	a	pleading	under	
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Rule	13(a).		The	third-party	defendant	thereupon	shall	assert	any	defenses	as	
provided	 in	Rule	 12	 and	 any	 counterclaims	 and	 cross-claims	 as	 provided	 in	
Rule	13	and	in	the	District	Court	may	remove	the	action	to	the	Superior	Court	
as	provided	in	Rule	76C.		Any	party	may	move	for	severance,	separate	trial,	or	
dismissal	of	the	third-party	claim;	the	court	may	direct	a	final	judgment	upon	
either	the	original	claim	or	the	third-party	claim	above	in	accordance	with	the	
provisions	of	Rule	54(b).		A	third-party	defendant	may	proceed	under	this	rule	
against	 any	 person	 not	 a	 party	 to	 the	 action	who	 is	 or	may	 be	 liable	 to	 the	
third-party	defendant	for	all	or	part	of	the	claim	made	in	the	action	against	the	
third-party	defendant.		
	
	 (b)	When	Plaintiff	May	Bring	 in	 Third	 Party.	 	When	 a	 counterclaim	 is	
asserted	against	a	plaintiff,	the	plaintiff	may	cause	a	third	party	to	be	brought	
in	under	circumstances	which	under	this	rule	would	entitle	a	defendant	to	do	
so.		
	
	 (c)	Orders	for	Protection	of	Parties	and	Prevention	of	Delay.		The	court	
may	make	such	orders	as	will	prevent	a	party	from	being	embarrassed	or	put	
to	undue	expense,	or	will	prevent	delay	of	the	trial	or	other	proceedings,	by	the	
assertion	of	a	third-party	claim,	and	may	dismiss	the	third-party	claim,	order	
separate	 trials,	 or	 make	 other	 orders	 to	 prevent	 delay	 or	 prejudice.	 Unless	
otherwise	 specified	 in	 the	 order,	 a	 dismissal	 under	 this	 rule	 is	 without	
prejudice.		
	

Advisory	Note–	July	2018	
	

The	amendment	to	Rule	14,	together	with	amendments	to	Rules	3,	4,	5(b),	
11,	and	101	of	the	Maine	Rules	of	Civil	Procedure,	is	part	of	a	package	of	related	
amendments	 to	 require	 parties	 to	 civil	 actions	 to	 serve	 pleadings	 and	 other	
papers	electronically	upon	one	another	following	service	of	the	summons	and	
complaint	under	Rule	4.	

	
A	more	detailed	description	of	Electronic	Service	and	the	procedures	for	

complying	with	its	requirements,	as	well	as	opt-out	procedures,	is	stated	in	the	
Advisory	Note	to	Rule	5.	
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Dated	July	11,	2018	 	 	 	 FOR	THE	COURT,*	
	
	
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 /s/	 	 	 	 	 	
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 LEIGH	I.	SAUFLEY	
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Chief	Justice	
	
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 DONALD	G.	ALEXANDER	
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 ANDREW	M.	MEAD	
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 ELLEN	A.	GORMAN	
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 JOSEPH	M.	JABAR	
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 JEFFREY	L.	HJELM	
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 THOMAS	E.	HUMPHREY	
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Associate	Justices	
	
 

                                                
*		This	Rule	Amendment	Order	was	approved	after	conference	of	the	Court,	all	Justices	concurring	

therein.	


